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THE  POPES 

ümtidered  tu  ihe  ancittU  polUical  arbitrators  of  Eu~ 

rope,  and  at  iht  headt  of  the  Church,  being  parí  of 
,  a  reptil  to  Doctor  Southey. 

[Coniinwd  from^age  146.] 

Tbat  in  ages  of  comparative  igaorance,  belóre 
taste  wai  yet  cultivated,  or  a  lore  for  art  and  litera- 
ture  bad  revived,  men  ahould  not  bave  fell  as  keenly 
as  ourselves  tbe  beauties  of  claasic  lore — tbat  tbey 
sbould  sometimes  bave  preferred  to  tbe  writings  of 
pagan  autiquity,  Works,  if  not  always  of  bigber  im- 
portance  in  themselves,  at  least  better  adapted  to 
their  wants,  tbeir  babits  and  inciinations,  is  not  a 
reproacb  wbicb  wisdom  sbould  urge  against  tbuse 
who  preserved  tbe  inestimable  treosures  of  ancicnt 
knawledge.  The  cause  of  profane  literature  was  no 
doubt  important — but  tbat  of  sacred  was  still  more 
so,  if  we  aro  not  mistaken ;  and  rdther  than  censure 

the  monkish  tranacribers,"  who  were  sometimes 
compelled  to  sacrifice  the  work  of  a  poet  or  orator 
of  Home  to  the  preservation  of  the  treatise  of  a 
oliristian  father,  we  sbould  lament  and  deplore  the 
distress  and  hardships  of  those  times,  wfaeu  from 
the  scarcity  of  paper  men  were  reduced  to  the  pain- 
ful  alteriiative.* 

What  popes  were  the  enemies  of  learning  we  are 
at  a  loss  to  discover.  St.  Gregory  the  great  is  the 
only  one  to  our  knowledge,  upon  whom  the  protes- 
taiils  have  personally  fixed  that  imputation.  Ihe 
motives  for  tliat  chnrge  are  extremely  frivolous  ;  and 
because  that  pontiff  enjoined  Didier,  archbishop  of 
Yienna,  to  discontinué  the  functions  of  a  preceptor 
of  grainmar,  olleging  that  such  an  ojBce  was  not 
very  compatible  with  the  episcopal  duties,  tbat  great 
man  has  been  denounced  as  an  enemy  to  learning.-— 
But  to  repel  this  silly  accusation,  it  would  be  suffi- 
cientto  refor  to  his  epistles,  wliere  he  expressly  as- 
serts  that  a  knowledge  of  profano  literature  is  ex- 
tromely  serviceable  to  the-  cause  of  religión,  Ep. 
L.  5.  in  1  Reg.  c.  iii.  The  story  of  Galileo,  which 
once  ipade  so  much  noise  in  Europe,  has  been  now  so 
often  and  so  fully  explained,  that  ignorance  or  bad 
faith  alone  will  condescend  to  cite  it.t 

These  are  the  absurd  anecdotcs  which  our  adver¬ 
sarles  are  not  ashamed  to  oppose  to  the  general  voice 
of  history,  which  proclaims  the  popes  fhe  enlightcn- 
ers  of  nations,  the  founders  of  European  civilization! 
These  aro  the  pretended,  and  even  were  we,  to  ad- 
mit  their  truth,  tlie  meagre,  the  isolated  faets  which 
íhev  oppose  to  the  constant,  tlie  unrcmittcd  exertions 
of  the  sovcrcign  pontife  to  ditluse  along  with  ehris- 
tiaiiity,  the  blcssings  m  liberty  and  civilization— to 
dispei  tlic  clonds  of  ignorance  and  barbarism— to 
emancipiite  nations  from  the  servitudc  of  error  and 
superstitioh ;  and  by  extending  the  sphero  of  intelli- 
gencó,  td  fit  them  by  degrees  for  tliat  high  know- 
lodgo  which  they  were  one  day  to  altain  under  their 
anspiccs ! 

“  Lest  tholightburst  .too  stiongly  on  the  unpropared  mind !” 

At  what  time  were  the  popes  the  enemies  of 
lo.nrning  ?  Was  it  when  they  passed  those  decrocs, 
.os  bcncvolonl  as  they  were  wise,  which  enjoined 
every  bishop  lo  maintain  a  school  in  his  diocess  for 
the  oducation  of  “  the  clerks  and  other  poor  gratis 
or  was  it  when  they  planSotfin  Europe  those  univer- 
sitios,  which  have  so  muchwwntributed  to  the  diffu- 
sion  of  kno-.vlcdge ;  or.when  they  took  so  active  a 

*  “  .Vfter  the  Saracens  conqnered  Egypt  in  the  7th  centn- 
ry,”  siy»  Dr.  Roberteon,  “tha  commonication  betwcen  that 
country  and  the  peopla  aaltled  in  Italy,  or  in  other  parta  of 
lOurope,  woaaimoat  entirely  broken  off,  and  tuo  papyras 
was  no  longer  in  ose  among  them.  They  were  obligcd,  on 
that  account,  to  write  all  their  booke  upon  parchment,  and 
as  the  price  of  that  was  high,  books  beeame  extremely  rere, 
and  of  great  valué.  We  may  judgo  of  the  scarcity  of  the 
matpriiÜB'  for  writing  them  from  one  circumstanco.  There 
etill  renjain  sovcral  manuscripts  of  the  eighth,  ninth,  imd 
followino  conlurios,  written  on  parchment,  from  whítsb 
eomo  formar  writing  had  been  erased,  in  order  to  substitute 
a  new  composiüon  in  ita  place.  History  of  Charles  V.  vol. 
í.  note.  p.  237. 

t  Seo  Borgior's  Dick  Theol.  Art.  Galileo,  and  Feller’a 
Diot.  Biograph,  Art.  Coponic,  where  it  is  shown  that  the 
Ra  na  inqnisilion  eondemned  Galileo,  not  for  maintaining 
the  System  of  the  earth’s  rotation,  butfot  founding  that  qrs- 
teu»  on  the  dhiao  anthoñty  of  eeñptatr,  ■ 


part  in  the  memorable  restoration  of  letters,  when 
they  rowarded  so  liberally  the  discovery  of  manu¬ 
scripts,  and  tbe  labuurs  of  the  infant  press,  or  when 
again  in  mure  recent  times,  they  patronised  intcllcc- 
tual  merit  of  every  kind  with  so  much  munifí- 
cence  1 

2.  Tbe  popes  considered  as  Hcads  of  the  Church. 

It  is  remarkable  tbat  Dr.  Southey,  in  the  courso 
of  tbis  chapter,  has  never  once  attempted  to  im- 
pugu  the  dugma  of  the  ecelesiustieal  supremacy  of 
the  pope,  by  argumenta  drawn  from  scripturc  and 
trauiuun.  All  his  reasoning  turna  on  the  personal 
vices  of  some  popes.  He  first  draws  a  bideous  ca¬ 
ricature  of  tbe  Epvereign  pontifls ;  nnd  be  then  osks 
triumphantly  if  that  poitrait  be  compatible  with 
tbeir  sacred  functions,  with  tbeir  accredited  charac- 
ter  ?  The  pássage  which  we  shall  now  transcribe  at 
some  length,  contains  the  whole  sum  of  his  reason¬ 
ing  on  this  subject ;  and  after  perusing  it,  we  thiuk 
our  readers  will  agree,  that  a  bad  argument  was  sel- 
dom  put  with  more  astonisbing  point,  cnergy,  &  ell'ect. 
“  The  learned  Jews,”  says  Doctor  Southey,  “  still 
made  this  one  of  the  ingredicnts  that  went  to  con- 
stitute  a  prophet,  tbat  he  should  be  perfectas  in  ino- 
ralibus,  a  person  of  exact  moráis,  and  unblameable 
in  bis  life  ;  tlie  gift  of  propbecy  being  a  ray  of  such 
alight,  as  never  darts  itself  upen  a  dunghill.”  I 
think,  sir,  you  would  not  dispute  tbe  reasonableness 
of  this  Opinión,  if  you  wcro  not  apprcbcnsivc  how 
it  might  be  applied.  Tor  can  we  suppose,  if  tbe 
Román  ponuR  were  wóai  bis  advócales  -  rcprcseni 
bim,  that  less  would  be  requiied  for  a  pope  than  for 
a  prophet  ?  Might  it  nót  be  expected  that  Heaven 
would  so  lar  interiérc  in  tbe  choice  of  its  own  accre¬ 
dited  representative  and  plenipotentiary  on  earth,  os 
always  to  provide  tbat  the  electiun  should  fall  upon 
one,  wliose  former  life  had  been  at  least  blomeless ; 
or  by  an  unequivocal  manifestation  of  its  consent, 
tbat  it  sbould  bave  made  regeneration  a  necessary 
consequence  of  tbe  dppointment,  so  that  the  ncwly- 
created  pope,  with  tbe  tille  of  boliness,  should  rc- 
ceive  tile  grace,  and  put  on  sinlesa  perfection,  os  well 
os  infallibility  with  Üs  pontifícals  ? — Would  the  of- 
fence  have  been  less  for  Oossa  or  Borgia  totake  upon 
tbemselves  such  an  office,  tlien  for  Uzzah  to  ap- 
proach  the  ark  ?  “  The  Holy  Ghost,”  says  Bishop 
Taylor,  “  never  dweils  in  the  buusc  of  passion.  Will 
it  dwell  with  ambition,  whh  avarico,  with  impiety, 
witli  all  the  cardinal  sins  ?  For  in  their  company, 
the  Holy  Spirit  must  have  dwelt ; — with  all  these  sins 
in  monstrous  faypostasis,  it  must  have  been  united,  if 
the  pretensions  of  the  papal  church  were  truc.”  P. 
395-6.  How  many  Crrors  are  accumulated  in  tbis 
elabórate  passago  What  is  ics  evident  tendeney, 
but  to  prove  the  doctrine  of  the  ancicnt  Vaudois, 

tEnt  arnrfi  i»  nprp^anra  tn  /Inmininn.  •  ilint  viro 

troya  the  legitimacy  of  powcr  ?  If  oven  the  popes 
were  guilty  of  the  vicos  wbtcli  Dr,  Soutiioy  attri- 
butes  to  them,  how  could  those  vices  dostroy  their 
sacred  character,  their  mission,  their  divine  authori- 
ty  ?  Thé  comparison  botwecn  the  popes,  and  the 
prophets  of  the  oíd  law,  is  pcrfcctly  illusivo.  Di¬ 
vino  Providcnce,  in  raising  up  thoso  extraordinary 
men  to  excite  his  choson  penple  to  the  obscrvance 
of  his  law,  to  annouDcc  to  them  tbe  clinstisomcnt 
which  he  reserved  for  their  offences,  or  the  rewards 
which  awaited  thojr  hdclity,  or  to  unvoil  to  tbeir  view 
the  great  my.sterio8,  of  which  they  were  one  day  to 
be  the  instrument.  Divine  Providence,  wo  sily,  was 
no  doubt  pl^gsed  tbat  the  men.  tbus  selected  should 
beworthy  of  their  special  calling,  that  they  .sbould 
commond  by  their  virtues  the  esteem  and  revercnce 
of  the  peopic,  and  fhat  their  sonctit ;  sbould  at  once 
prove  and  justify  their  mission.  But  is  it  so  wit^  the 
popes#  Do  we  pretend  that  they  rccclvc  an  imme- 
diate  br  extraordinary  mission  from  H  aven  ?  Do 
we  notassert,  on  thecontrary,  that  they  deiive  their 
character,  their  mission,  their  jurisdiction,  by  the 
ebannel  of  ordinary  succession?  Was  nldameless 
Ufe  an  essential  condition  in  the  oíd  law  to  tbe  legiti¬ 
macy  of  the  high  priests,  who  discharged  ordinary 
functions  by  an  ordinary  right  ?  Were  they  always 
men  of  immactilate  moráis  1  No ;  the  Román  pon- 
tíff  then  stands  in  the  same  condition. 


The  political  world  furnishes  us  with  a  simple, 
but  striking  analogy.  All  the  great  conquerors,  tbe 
great  law-givcrs,  the  authors  of  tbe  great  institutions, 
wcro  men  of  extraordinary  tolent,  or  extraordinary 
virtue,  or  botli.  But  if  their  works  could  only  ha»e 
been  perpetuated  by  apcrpctuationoftliesamcqualí- 
lies,  if  tbe  art  of  preservation  required  the  same  ex¬ 
traordinary  powers  ;  as  tbe  art  of  conquest,  what 
would  have  bccome  of  the  world,  or  what  stability 
could  tbcro  bnve  been  in  human  affairs ! 

But  why  should  not  the  pope  have  impeccability  aS 
well  as  infallibility  ?  Why  should  bo  not  put  on  sin- 
Icss  perfection  with  his  pontificáis?  Bucb  is  tho 
reasoning  of  Dr.  .Soutbey. 

That  the  decisions  of  the  Popo  in  matters  of  faitfa, 
when  addressed  ex  catbedra  to  tho  universal  church, 
are  infallible,  tbough  not  an  article  offaitb,  is  the 
better,  the  more  ancicnt,  and  the  moro  generally  re- 
ceived  opinión  in  the  church :  tbat  such  decisione 
when  tliey  have  reccived  tbe  open  consent,  or  the 
tacit  assent  of  tho  church  assembled,  or  dispersed, 
are  infalUble,  is  an  article  of  faith  to  which  every.  ca- 
tbolic  must  subscribe. 

This  eminent  prcrogative  belonga  to  the  sovermgft: 
ppntiíl'in  virtue  of  the  promises  ofChrist;  faá^te 
he  is  the  supremo  authority  in  the  catholioflwch, 
and  because  the  general  council  itself  connote  as- 
sembled  but  with  bis  consent,  and  its  decisions’can- 
not  be  binding,  till  they  receive  bis  approbation  and 
confirmation. 

Now,  if  because  the  Pope  has  received  thepleni- 
tude  of  cccleíiastical  anthorily,  Do  use  the  words  of 
tbe  general  council  of  Fjorence,*)  he  should  be  ex* 
empt  from  sin,  there  is  no  reason  why  they,  whoex- 
crciso  a  subordínate  degrceofecciosiastical  jurisdic- 
tion,sbould  notonjoy,  in  aproportionato  degree,  tho 
prcrogative  of  impeccability.  Thusbishops  “whom 
the  Holy  Ghost  hath  appointed  to  govern  tbe  church,” 
thus  curatos,  who  under  them  are  charged  with  tho 
care  of  souls,  must  all  put  in  tlieir  respective  claima 
to  the  gift  of  impeccability.  For  the  powcr  wbicb 
tbe  cúrate  cxerciscs,  is  as  sacred  as  that  of  tbe  Pope; 
although  tlio  degree  is  dilTercnt. 

Now  the  gift  of  impeccability  could  not  he  ex¬ 
tended  in  a  greater  or  less  degree  to  tilo  mcnibers  of 
the  Christian  Hierarchy,  wilkout  destroyingniorc  or 
less  the  free-will  of  man  ¡  but  the  destruction  of  free- 
will  cannot  redound  to  the  glory  of  God,  or  the  nie- 
rit  of  man :  nay,  the  destruction  of  frec-will  in- 
volves  the  destruction  of  Cbristianity,  which  is  only 
the  dcvclopmcnt  of  primitivo  religión,  or  tho  su- 
preinc  law  of  intclligcnccs,  is  founded  on  the  moral 
nature  of  man.  So  pregnant  w-ith  absurdity  is  tho 
System  of  Dr.  Southey  I 

Why  are  not  the  popes  impeccablc  I 

“  Why  hath  no  man  a  microscopio  eyo ! 

For  lilis  plain  roason ;  man  is  not  a  6y.’’ 

Why  aro  not  tilo  popes  impeccabíe!  Because 
Christ  has  not  so  wilied  it ;  because  he  has  said,  that 
the  scrihes  and  the  pharisccs  have  sitten  on  tbe  cbair 
of  Moses ;  (and  their  autliority  was  not  less  sacred, 
less  legitímate  than  that  of  tlio  ministers  of  tho  new 
law ;)  “  All  thereforc,”  continúes  our  Lord,  “  ull 
thoreforo  whatsoover  they  shall  say  to  you,  obseVve 
nnd  do,  bul  according  to  their  U'orks  do  ye  not ;  for 
they  say  and  do  not.”  Matt.  c.  xxii.  v.  2.  3. 

Why  are  not  tho  popes  impeccabíe  I  Bocause  our 
Lord,  wliilo  he  promised  his  apostics  and  their  suc- 
cessors,  that  he  would  remain  wiíb  them  “  all  days 
even  lo  the  end  of  tho  world,”  while  he  promised 
that  tbe  Holy  Ghost  sbould  abide  with  them  for  ever; 

“  that  he  should  teach  them  all  tbings  wbatsoever  he 
should  have  said  to  them  ;  while  he  promised  again 
to  Peter  and  his  successors  specially  and  cxclosively, 
that  he  should  build  bis  church  upon  them,  that  the 

*  Definimus  Sanetsm  Apostolicam  sedem  ct  Romsnnm 
Pontificcm  in  universum  orbem  tonsre  primatiun  et  ipsum 
Pontificcm  Romanum  successoreni  esse  Besti  Pstri  principis 
apostolorum,  otvoruro  Christi  vicariúm,  totíusqns  EccIssíb 
capul  et  omnium  cbristjanomm  patrem  oc  Ooctorem  exis¬ 
tiré  ;  et  ipsi  Beato  Petro  poscendi,  regendi  et  gnbemtiidi 
univcrsalcm  ecciesiam  Domino  nostre  Jeeu  Chríeta  pUnsm 
polestatem  traditasn  esse,  quemadmodam  ctiem.  in  gestis 
(Bcumenícoram  conciliorum,  ét  in  eacris  canonibne  conlinb- 
tor.  Coft.  Cene,  Lnbb.  t.  xiü. 
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»f  liell  should  nuver  prcviiil  ogaiiist  that  cburch ; 
wliiiü  he  gavo  to  tlium  ihe  koys  uf  tho  kingclum  ol 
hciivoii,  llio  power  of  binding  and  of  loosing  ;  «hile 
he  praycd  that  iheir  faith  sliould  never  l'ail oer 
Lord,  wo  say,  whilo  hy  Ibeso  inagnilicent  proiniacs 
to  tlie  church  in  general,  and  to  it's  head  in  particu¬ 
lar,  he  eatabliahed  thc  inrallibility  ol'hia  church,  and 
thc  cunaoquent  perpeluity  of  aound  doctrine  ;  he  did 
nol  sa,'  to  hia  apoatlea,  that  thoy  shuuldhavo  noun- 
wortliy  aucceasora,  that  the  livea  of  Iheir  aucceasors 
ah juid  llover  diahonour  tlie  aanctity  uf  their  fnnetions, 
©r  tliut  vico  aliould  never  alain  tho  purity  oflho  aacer- 
clotn!  f  il !!.  No.  he  aays  tothem  in  u  voico  of  tliun- 
der.  '  'Voo  to  that  man  by  wlioni  tho  acaudal  coin- 
et,.  it  wcre  botter  fur  him,  had  he  never  kcen 
born.l” 

Ciirm  iia  i  nibtcuiy  mig'ni  iiavo  eaiabiiaiicü  nia 
cliiir  I'  '  I  aitly ;  he  might  havegiven  angela  tu 
g  :  ’  -.le  might  havo  cnnimitted  it  to  the  care  uf 
.a  .  11  "  iiitelligonces  ¡  but  the  moral  prodigy  would 

tve  becn  loaa  ; — tho  Work  of  divine  love,  and  divine 
V'l  -ilom,  and  divine  power,  would  havo  been  leas 
v  ring  in  that  aupcrnatural  ageney,  tiian  in  the 
'  .  ig  giudanco  of  a  Church  by  a  miniatry  uubject 

j'.!  the  errora  and  frailtiea  of  hunianity. 

“WoulI  tile  oH'ence  llave  been  leaa,”  exclaima 
Ür.  Soutlioy,  *'  fur  Coaaa  or  Borgia  to  take  upon 
theinaelvoa  aucli  an  ofHco,  than  fur  Uzzah  to  ap- 
firiiach  the  urk  ?"  What  a  monatroua  cunfuaion  of 
idcaa I 

1.  Uzzah  woa  nopriest — he  was  an  arrngant  king, 
tvlioin  the  Almighty  struck  witb  loprosy  fur  uaurping 
tho  prieatly  lurc.iiuns. 

g,  tVica  tho  samo  punishmont  to  he  ínflicfcd  upon 
CossaiamI  Oorgia,  os  upon  Uzzah?  Dowe  livc  un- 
dor  the  regime  of  temporal  roward  and  punislimeiita? 
Will  Dr.  Southey  presume  tu  .liclato  lo  the  Almigli- 
ly  «lien  and  what  specíea  of  puiiiahment  he  slimild 
intlict  upon  tiloso  wlio  t{Wlato  hia  law  ?  "  Will  thc 
Holy  fí'iviat  dweil  in  thefcuae  of  paasion Who 
evéil,pri  tended  itcoiild  ?  qluat  divino,  úl  inaintaining 
tho'  inlá'iiliility  of  tho  dogmaUcut  doeisinns  of  the 
pope,  ex  catlicdra,  or  what  Catholic  in  liolding  the 
infallibilily  of  tho  iloginntical  decisioiia  of  a  popo 
and  goneral  council.nver  suppuacd  lliat  lli.it  infallibili- 
ty  waa  personal  or  individual,  so  as  to  iiillucnco  their 
ordinary  diacourao  and  actiona  ?  llave  tlicy  iiot  as- 
serted,  on  tho  contrary,  that  that  infallibilily  was 
purelij  nfficial,  if  wo  may  uso  tho  expresaion  ;  that 
it  heiongod  to  them  solely  in  the  quality  of  judgea 
of  rcligioua  doctrine  ?  If  Dr.  Southey  unawers  that 
the  Iloly  Gliust  will  never  control  tho  c.xerciso  ofan 
aiithorily  which  i.s  vested  in  the  liands  oT  wickcd  men, 
ho  merely  reponte  tho  oíd  objection  that grnce  it  ne- 
i'esianj  to  dominión ;  an  objection  wdiicli  wc  think 
wc  havo  already  satisfactorily  disposed  of. 

(Ib  te  cuHcluiUd  iii  our  next.) 
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